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there is just no rationality between the use proposed,
capital construct1on and maintenance 1n parks, and the
class of people that are going to have to be paying the
tax . .here 1s not a one of you in th1s body, I bel1eve,
who really thinks this tax is justif1ed. You 11ke I
believe our parks are in sad shape and that we have
neglected them over the years. It 1s true. All you
have to do 1s look at them. We have far too much land
and not enough development for park purposes. But this
is not the answer. The answer 1s to use general fund
tax money wh1ch affects all of us or 1t is to place
some tax upon the people that use parks. We are using
tax funds, general purpose tax funds, and we have a
proposal finally before us for user fees. Now that is
the appropriate step to take. You can't run a few
high schoolers, a few young adults through here before
a comm1ttee who testify that they are for the bill and
think that is what the people of th1s state want. They
most assuredly do not. It is not that that is the prime
factor. It is just that taxation, special taxes, should
go for the type of act1vity that benefit tne c el e that
pay those special taxes. Now what we are doin: here
also is establishing a long term tax on pop. You say 1t
is going to go out of effect. It won't go out of effect.
You know it as well as me. Inc1dentally, Senator Lew1s,
the money from the cigarette tax fund to pay for the
field house down here, the one we are going to name
Devaney Field House, I hope, well that money is being
used already for a lot of other things. It was used
for a very beneficial structure down at the Beatrice
State Home, I will call it Beatrice Development Center,
and it is used for many other things and that 54 tax on
cigarettes is never, never, never go1ng to come of'f and
you know it. And this pop tax is never going to come
off either if we put 1t on. So at least, 1". we a re go i n g
to put a tax on, let's make sure 1t 1s for a leg1timate
purpose. We don't have to tax every commodity under the
sun, water, air, every type of good or product. We don''
have to do that. If we do tax it, we had better have a
good reason. You don't have the reason found 1n this b111.
Y ou should o ppose t h i s b 1 1 1 .

P RESIDENT: S e n a t o r D u 1 s .

SENATOR DUIS: Mr. Pres1dent, the only th1ng I wanted to
say here and I go along with th1s fractional tax and
that 1s, the introducer of the bill, 1f I might ask him
a question. Are you positive and do you ha:e any recol
lection of other partial tax we put on anything when
wasn't raised the other partial part up to the point,
and I will give you the example. We could tax r asol i n e
a half cent more but 1t go, s up one cent. Where do v o u
think the cost of a bottle of pop w111 go after we put
a fractional on it?

SENATOR REUTZEL: Senator Duis, the tax would be about
three-quarters of a cent on an average c an of p op , a n d
this 1s taxed at the wholesale level. S o they a r e
either going to have to add one cent on there to each
bottle of pop or they are not go1ng t o p a s s 1 t o n. h e
statistics we passed out we feel that it is not justi"ied
t~ add an additional one cent tax on there, and to this,
I would only add that pop is a competitive type o f p r o du c t .


